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APPROVED MINUTES
College of Liberal Arts’ Faculty Research & Development Committee Meeting
Thursday, September 30, 2021
1:00 p.m. – 2:00 p.m.
https://rollins.webex.com/meet/esmaw
ATTENDANCE
The following colleagues were present:
Pamela Brannock (Science & Mathematics Division Rep, Note Taker)
Nancy Chick (Non-Voting Member)
Serina Haddad (At-Large Rep)
Audrey Hope (Expressive Arts Division Rep)
Kip Kiefer (Business Division Rep)
Devon Massot (Non-Voting Member)
Mari Robertson (Social Sciences Division Rep)
Eric Smaw (2021-22 Committee Chair & Humanities Division Rep)
The following colleagues were absent:
Jennifer Cavenaugh (Non-Voting Member)
Kara Wunderlich (Social Sciences Applied Division Rep)
CALL TO ORDER
Eric Smaw called the meeting to order at 1:02 p.m.
OLD BUSINESS
I.

Approval of minutes from the last meeting
a. Kip would like the minutes from 9-2-21 to reflect the fact that we discussed also that
another option we chatted about in reference the scope of our charge that we also
mentioned that it does not change
b. The new secretary will add this to the previous version of the minutes an resend to Eric
Smaw.
NEW BUSINESS
I.

Appointing a secretary for this year
a. Pamela Brannock will be the secretary for this academic year.
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II.

III.

IV.

Minutes
a. A discussion pertaining to what should/should not go into the minutes came up
b. Do we put information pertaining to grants?
i. Devon suggested using a number system and do not use any names as minutes
are available to many individuals
c. Do we indicate who stated what?
i. Serena stated that unless it is confidential (talking about grants) then yes
ii. As long as it is general conversation.
d. Everyone agreed to the things we discussed
Other Grant Questions
a. There was some confusion in reference to rubrics
i. There were rubrics made by the last committee but where are they?
1. Seems as though those rubrics are for the Student-Faculty Collaborative
Scholarship grants and the grant reviews but not for the internal grants
ii. Should we rank the grants or not?
1. It was suggested not to rank and all members present agreed.
Internal Grant Reviews
a. Ashford
i. Grant #1
1. There were questions pertaining to extra money coming in from the
chair position of this individual
2. There does not seem to be a full budget as requested- even it is more
than requested the applicant should be provide full budget
3. Questions arose pertaining to why going to need 2 trips. Can the
research be done in one trip
a. Suggested to reach out to applicant and ask
4. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
ii. Grant #2
1. There were no questions or comments for this application
2. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
iii. Grant #7
1. There were no questions or comments for this application
2. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
b. Critchfield/Cornell
i. Grant #3
1. There were no questions or comments for this application
2. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
ii. Grant #4
1. There was a question pertaining to the discrepancy between Karla
Knights amount requested and the amount requested by the applicant
a. It was stated that Karla mis-entered the number
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2. The committee was wondering why this individual actually had to go to
Italy
a. Appears to be for course development
i. Why are they not submitting it to that grant?
b. A committee member brought up the fact that the application
stated that it was for research for a new book
3. Question pertaining to whether or not we received the whole
application came up by a committee member
a. Part of the application appeared to end abruptly
b. Maybe a part of the proposal was not included
c. Suggested following up with applicant
4. The committee did not come to a final decision- suggested on waiting
for the follow-up
iii. Grant #5
1. There was confusion in the methodology
a. The committee felt as though this did not take away from the
proposal
2. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
iv. Grant #6
1. There were no questions or comments for this application
2. The Committee thought this application aligned well with the Rollins
mission
3. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
c. Faculty FYRST Grant
i. These grants were assigned a number starting with the first on Karla Knight's list
to keep the author's name out of the published minutes
ii. Also question pertaining to how much money was allotted for this groups of
grants
1. No answer was determined
iii. Grant #1
1. Chair did not answer how the courses this individual teaches would be
cover, but this is not the applicants fault.
2. Timeline was a little vague
a. Could be due to the fact of COVID and uncertainty of some of
the plans
3. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
iv. Grant #2
1. Committee thought that the writing was a little unclear
2. Committee also thought the that timeline could have been a little
clearer
3. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
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v. Grant #3
1. The committee really enjoyed this proposal
2. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
vi. Grant #4
1. There were no questions or comments for this application
2. All voting members present agreed to support this funding
vii. Grant #5
1. A committee member brought up the fact that this application had no
resume or CV attached- which is one of the applications requirements
a. How should we handle this?
i. A committee member suggested that they do not have
all the required information therefore should not be
funding (this is what happens with an external grant)
ii. Other members suggested that there be a follow-up
with the applicant to obtain the CV.
iii. No decision had been made since we ran out of time
viii. Grants #6-8
1. We did not get a chance to discuss these as we ran out of time and
there was a class waiting to get into the room
ADJOURNMENT
Eric Smaw adjourned the meeting at 1:55 p.m.
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